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'f) ,nda/1 11 ir Fr'-rce Base. Florida 

FINAL T IERED ENV IRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 
ARMY AIR FORCE EXCHAN(;E SERVICE 

SERVICE STATION 
TYNDALL All{ FORCE BASE, FLORIDA 

1.0 Purpose of and Need for Action 

The purpose ofthis proposed action is to replace two aged and obsolete fac ilities (current service 
station and existing shoppcttc/class six) with a modem exchange fac ility that \Votdd include a retail 
store. class six, six multi product dispenser, and a Blimpics. The Service Station (bui lding 968) 
was constructed in 1948. The existing Shoppette/class six store. located in (building 1506). was 
constructed in 1944. This project site location provides excellent access and visibi lity to on base 
retail traffic. Failure to construct thi s project will impact unfavorab ly on the ability of the Army 
Air Force Exchange Service (AA FES) to provide adequate service to active and retired mi litary 
personnel and their dependents. contri buting to low morale. Failure wi ll also reduce potentia l 
supplementa l fi.mds fo r the Morale. Welfare, and Recreation (MWR) Programs. 

2.0 Description of Proposed Action and Alternatives 

The proposed action would he to construct and operate an approximatel y 7.320 square foot 
Shoppette/Gas Station at Tyndal l AFB. Florida. Th is project is located just inside the Main Gate on 
Ill inois Avenue (Figure 2). The Shoppette will include a retai l store. class six, and a Blimpics. 

The proposed prc~jec t would consist of one bui lding. a canopied gas di spensing island and paved 
areas. The proj ect would he located on an approximate ly 3. 7 acre site. Currently. the site is 
occupied by the ex isting Service Station. The building will consist of concrete footings, 
slab/foundation v.:ith steel or concrete fl·ami ng and roof to meet base standards. Exterior of the 
facil ity would match existing base construction. Proposed action \Vould include interior walls. 
finishes. lighting and complete mech<-micaL electrical ami life/safety systems. The facility wou ld 
usc cx istin'-! utility services and communications systems. The existi ng Service Station building 
wi ll he demo li shed by the installation as part of the phased construction project. The gaso line 
station would have six dispensers capable o f dispensing each grade of fuel Ji·m11 either side of the 
dispenser. Figure 3 provides a site layout of the proposed f ~tcility . 

The Service Station would utili ze two underground storag~: tanks f()r storage of tv.:o grades of 
unleaded fue l. Tank sizes '"'·ould he 20.000 Regular Unleaded and 15.000 Premium Unleaded 
wit h mod-grade blending. These tanks will replace existing tanks and wi ll be installed under a 
separate projec t. The design includes double-wall fiberglass tanks \Vith interstitial monitoring. 
douhle-vva ll piping with secondary containment piping, automatic tank gaging. release detection 
system. automatic shut-otT controL and ohscrvation wel ls. 



'l)mdall Air Fora Basl!. Florida 

Table 2- 1 Summar)' of En"ir·onmcnta l Impacts 

-
l{csnurcc Proposed Action 

Construction and operation of Sho_pf!clte/Gas Station 
~~~~--==-~--~-----

Airspace Use and Management -~wngl: to_sort ic_f01 Unts orl!i_gh t operations: t~cr£_fore._l]~_i mpact~ to airspau: usc and management. 
Noise Increased noi se from construct ion and de mol it ion activ ities may temporari ly cause short-term. localized 

speech interference or annoyance ncar construct ion zo nes. Noise-sensitive receptors wou ld be exposed to 

------------!1---c_onstruct ~on_noi se intermittently ~_and on lv for the~! -:ll ion 0 f thq~rojcct - n -- ----------

Tand l h t: _ -m - - Nt? impacts to land use li"om tlight opcrations or n~nstnu.: t ion an~ demolition acti vities. 
Air Quality No change to stat ionary source emissions. Combust ion of fue l by construction equ ipment would cause a 

short-term increase in cr iter ia po ll utant s. Fugitive dust wou ld be created by const ruction equipment but 
would be short-term . 

--- -- ----- ----- ---+--,------:-:-.,-------.,------- ·- - ------ --- ... 
Earth Resources There wou ld be short-term soil dis turbance as a result o f proposed construction and demoli ti on activities. 

The so il in the vic inity of the proposed const ruction project has been altered over time and the project 
- - - ----- - -+-'-a_re_a_h_a_s_b_c_c_n _[l_l!rll~<!_l_Jent l y dis turbed by ex isting facili ties and paved roads. 

Biological Resources 

Cult ural Resources 

1!----c-,-----,--,-----------------­
Watcr Resources 

The majori ty of the listed anima l and plant species fo und on Tyndall A FB arc not located in the area of 
the proposed construction or demoli tion act ivities. 
Proposed demolit ion and construction within the cantonment area would have no effect on archaeo logical 
propert ies. Build ing 968 (Cold War-era resource) wou ld be evaluated for NR IIJ> eligibili ty and SHPO 
concunen~e would be requi red. __ _ 
Short-term increase in sedimen t loading of surface water. No impacts to floodpl ai ns. Storm water permit 

----:------ would be required. ______ _ 
l lazardous Materia ls and Wastes No negative short- or long-term impacts to hazardous waste. Proposed construct ion and demolit ion 

activities arc ncar an active l ~ nv i ronmcntal Restoration Site. llowevcr. the nature of the site 
contam ination docs not preclude the type of const ruction activity proposed . No impacts lo active 

t-~~----- -- -----------+-E_=r_l\_' i_r_o_nmental Re~t <_J_rat ion Pn~~~ilita ry Mu nitions Response Prourarn s ites . ---·-------- II 
Safe t~\ ____ ___ _ - ---+-S_h_o_r_Hcrm increase in potenti a l for acc_i9ents due to _£ hangc in traffi c and u~e or construction cq~J~lll_~l ll . 
lnthastn r<:t urc and lIt i I it ic .~ Short-term increase in potable water fi·01n dust suppression activities during demoli t ion and construction . 

Short-term increase in sol id waste generation from construction and demoli tion ac ti v it ies. No impact to 
drainage system capacity. Short-term increase in traffic counts during con~t nr c t ion and demo lit inn 

If--~~--~--------- - activities. Potenti al_i_rn pacts to road cond itions fro m contin~tcd hcavycqt!i_[)_ln cnt traffic . _____ _ _ 
Soc ioecono rn rc Rc:-ou rce~ No change 10 population, hou~ i ng or loca l ~c hoo l enrollment. Tempora ry increase in loca l expend itures 

----~--·---

Environmenta l Justice 

"------=~~---

__ due to constructi on and demo li tion activ ities. -------·-· 
l"here are no minori ty or low-income populations present at l"yndall J\FB or any United State~ Air Fo rce 
insta ll ation. 1:3ecause there arc no such popu lations present on the installation, there is not an 
env ironmenta l justice commu nity prc:-cnt ~at wou l~ be affected by the Pro oscd Action. 
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Tyndall Air Force Base. Florida 

Figur·c 2-l Location of Tyndall AFH 

• Stote Cas.>Jtal Matr.H LJk~' 

City over )50 000 
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F1gu re 1-1 
Site Location Map 

Tynda ll Air Force Base . Florida 
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Figure 2-3 Site Layout of the Proposed Facility 
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__ Tyndall Air Force Base. Florida 

3.0 Description of the Affected Environment 

The allccted environment at Tyndall Air Force Base (A FB) is described in the General 
Plan-Based Environmental impact Analysis Process ((/£/AI') Hnvironmental Assessment (EA) 
dated September 2009, which is hereby incorporated by reference (United States Air Force 
llJSA F] 2009) . 

4.0 E nvironmenta l Conseq uences 

The impacts associated with the environmental issues of airspace usc and management. 
noise, land usc, air quality , earth resources, biological resources, cultural resources. \~iatcr 
resources, hazardous substances, safety, ut ilit ies and infrastructure, socioeconomic resources. 
and environmental j ust ice and env ironmental heal th and safety o f chi ldren have been analyzed 
and arc included in Appendix B. The report in Appendix B documents that the impacts 
associated with the Proposed Ac tion combined with that of other projects since the completion o f 
the G/:'JAI' EA arc less than the impacts projected l(x the alternative action (potential 
development alternative) and are documented in the EA (USAF 2009). The impacts for the 
alternative action have been determined to be non-significant. 

S.O Summa ry of E.nvironmcntallmpacts 

S. 1 Airspace usc and mana~cment 

The Proposed Action wou ld not affect airspace usc and management. 

S.2 Noise 

The Proposed Action would not be expected to impact current noise levels. 

S.3 Land Usc 

Implementation of the Proposed Action would not change or require changes in land usc . 

S.4 Air Quality 

The Proposed Action \VOLdd not be ex pected to impact current air emission levels at Tyndall 
AFI3 . 

5.5 Earth Rcsom·ces 

Implementation of best management practi ces during construction through contractual 
requirements would minim ize erosion; therefore, there woul d be no adverse impacts to earth 
resou rces. 

S.6 Biological Resources 

The Proposed Act ion would not affect biological resources . The Proposed Action vv·ould occur 
on an area not considered as environmentally sensit ive, such as barrier islands, wetlands and 
areas of suitable habitat or known locations of threatened and endangered species . Dredge or 
lill of wetlands would not be requ ired. 

6 



___ __ Tyndall Air Force Bas~. Florid~ 

5.7 Cultural Resources 

The Proposed Action would occur within the existing cantonment area and would have a low 
probabil ity of effect on undi sturbed archaeological resources. Any resources that may he present 
have probably been disturbed or destroyed and have litt le or no potential eligibi li ty . New 
construction within the existing cantonment area would have no effect on NRHP-cl igible historic 
properties. and no NRIIP-eligihle districts are present at Tyndall AFB. The Proposed Acti on 
would invo lve demolition o f Building 96!L which is considered a Cold War-era building 
(General Plan-Based F:nvironmental lmfwcl Analysis Process (G EJA P) l:'nvironmental 
Assessment (!:'A) dated September 2009). SIIPO concurrence \Vith the el igi bil ity 
recommendations would be requi red prior to the demoli tion of this facili ty. 

5.8 Water Resources 

Since the effects of the Proposed Action would be less than those identified in the GEIAP EA, 
there would he no adverse impacts to surface water. Based on the amount of impervious area 
that would be created. the proposed proj ect wou ld requ ire a storm water permit from NWFWMD 
during the permitt ing phase o f the project. 

5.9 Hazardous Materials and Wastes 

Since the c1Tects of the Proposed Action v.:ou ld be less than those identified in the GEIAP EA 
under the al ternati ve action, there would be no adverse impacts on hazardous material s usage and 
hazardous vvaste generation. 

5.10 Safct)' 

The Proposed action wou ld not be expected to impact or be impacted by sa fety. 

5.11 Utilities and Infrastructure 

Since the effects of the Proposed Action would be less than those idcnti lied in the GEIAP EA. 
there would be no adverse impacts to util ities and infrastructure. 

5.12 Socioeconomic Resources 

The Proposed Action would not be expected to impact socioeconom ic resources. 

5.13 Environmental.Justice and Environmental Health and Safet)' of Children 

The Proposed action would not be expected to impact children. minority. or low-income 
populations. 

6.0 References 

USA F. 2009. Em'iromnental Assessment. Geneml /'/an -Based Environmcntal lmpacl Anazvsis 
Process at 'lj ,m./a/1 Air Force Base. Florida. 325th Fighter Wing. Tyndall AFB. Florida, 
and Air Education and Training Command. Randolph AFB. Texas. September. 

Pr·epared by: 

Cintron. Jose (325 CES/CEAN) 
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l)'nda/1 Air Force Base. Florida 

7.0 Finding of No Significant Impact 

Based on my revie\V of the facts and analysis contained in this EA, I conclude that 
implementation of the Proposed Action will not have a signi fi cant impact either by itself or 
considering cumulative impacts. Accordingly. the requirements of the Nationall:nvironmental 
Policy Act, regulat ions promulgated by the Council on Environmental Quality, and Air Force 
Instruction 32-706 1 have been ful filled, and an Environmental Impact Statement is not required 
and will not be prepared for this Proposed Action and its alternatives. 

BRADLEY K. MCCOY. Colonel. U 
Vice Commander, 325th Fighter Wing 

to flea.. tO 
Date 
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Appendix A 

Air Force Form 813 
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REQU EST FOR ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS l Report Control Symbol 

RCS .· 
f------------·-···--------··--------·· ·---------------~------------

INSTRUCTIONS · Section I to be completed by Proponent; Sections II ant! IIIIo bo compl~ted by £ nv1ronmental Planning Funct•on . Conlln11e on separate sheets 
as necessary. Reference appropriate item number(s). 

SECTION I - PROPONENT INFORMATIO N 

1. TO (Envlfonmental Planning Function) 2. FROM (Proponen t organization end functional address symbol) 2a. TELEPHONE NO. 

325 CES/CEAN AAFES 

3 TITLE OF PROPOSED ACTION 

Construct new ShoppetteiCiass Six wi th Food and Gas Dispensing PN II 0941-09-000003 
4 PURPOSE AND NEED FOR ACTION (Identify decision to be mado and need date) 

See continuati on sheet 

- ---------------i 

f------~~--------~-~~~~--------~~--~~~~~~--------------5. DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES (OOPAA) (Provide suffiCient details for evaluation of the total action.) 

See continuation sheet 

-------------------·- /) --------~'"-J1 _ _ _________ ~-------l 
6. PROPONENT APPROVAl (Name and Grade) ~ATURE / j 1

1 

Gb.;A: E ~-
1 
/l 

7
Q 

(v 1r~~ / ~ !v /f/c: ,/u 1- -------------------------_, 
SECTION II • PRELIMINARY ENVIRONMENTAL SURV (Check appropriate box and describe potential environmental effects + 0 - tJ 

_ _ ____ __ ln_c_l_u_d_in.c.g_c_uf71!!_'a_tivc_e_ff_e_cts.) (+ =positive effect; o_=_n_o_e_ffe_c::__-_=_aav~rse effect; U= unknown effect) 
-------·--4----1---~---~ ---

l . AIR INSTALLATION COMPATIBLE USE ZONE/LAND US!: (Noise, accit!<!nl polential, encroachment, etc.) [J ! [~ i .. 

8. AIR QUALITY (Emissions, attainment status, state implementa tion plan, etc.) 0 I [1 

9. WATER RESOURCES (Quality, quantity, source, etc) 0 if 
~-----------------------------------------------------------------------------+--~--~ 

10. SAFETY AND OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH (Asbestos/radiation/chemical exposure. explosives safety quantity-distance, blrdlwi/dli/9 
alfcraft hazard, etc.) [J fl1 

f----------------------------------·------------------------------t---1--

11. HAZARDOUS MATERIALS/WASTE (Uselstorage/genera11on, solid waste, etc) n rr 
12. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES (Wetlands/floodplains. threatened or endangered species. etc.) rJ ~ 

fl 

0 

::_j 

n 

n 
n 

~---------------------------------------------------------------------~'---+--1---t-

13. CUL TURAI. RESOURCES (Native American bunal sites, archaeological. historical, etc.) [J ~] u 
14 . GEOLOGY AND SOILS (Topography, minerals, geothermal. Installation Restoration Program. seismicity, etc) [] I"J Cl 

n 
-
L; 

[_j 

.--, 

!"' 

~ 

: I 

--

:. ::1"" 

;v.r 

-----------------------------------------------r--r~---r-- 1 
15. SOCIOECONOMIC (£mploymenr/popu/a /Jon projecrions, school and local nsca11mpacts. ere.) [l ["if [ I i 

----------· -------------------------+---+--+---+-

I 16. OTHER (Potential impacts not addressed above.) 

SECTION Ill - ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS DETERMINATION 

PROPOSED ACTION QUALIFIES FOR CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION (CAT EX) # . OR 

[ :./ PROPOSED ACTION DOES NOT QUALIFY FOR A CATE~; FURTHER ENVIRONMENTAL ~NAL YSIS IS REQUIRED. 

18. REMARKS 

See attachcrl 

AF IMT 813 , 19990901, V1 THIS FORM CONSOLIDATES AF FORMS 813 AND 814. 
PREVIOUS EDITIONS OF BOTH FORMS ARE OBSOI.FTE 
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AF IMT 813, SEP 99, CONTINUATION SHEET 

4.0 Purpose and Need for ActiOn 

The purpose of this proposed action is to rep lace two aged and obsolete fac ilities (current service station and existing 
shoppette/class six) with a modem exchange faciil ty that woul d include a retai l store, class stx, stx multi product dispenser, and a 
Bl impies. The project rep laces two aged and obsolete fac ili ti es. The Service Stall on (building 961!) was constructed in 1948 and 
does not meet standards. The ext sting Shoppette/class six store, located in (bilding 1506) , was constructed in I 944. The existing 
Service Station building wi ll be demol ished by the installa tion as part of the phased cons truction . 

5.0 Description of the Proposed Action and Alternatives (DOPAA) 

Proposed Act ion : 

The proposed action would be to constn tct and operate an approximately 7,320 square foot Shoppette/Gas Station at Tyndall AFB, 
Florida. This project is located j ust inside the Main Gate on Illinois Avenue. The Shoppette will include a retail store, class six, 
and a Blimpies. 

T he proposed project would consist of one build ing, a canopied gas dispensing is land and paved areas. T he project would be 
located on an approximately 3 .7 acre site. Currently , the site is occupied by service station. The buildi ng will consist of Concrete 
footi ngs, slab/foundation with steel or concrete frami ng and roof to meet base standards. 

No Action: 

The No Action Alternative wi ll be maintaining the "status quo". Facil ity will not be constructed . 

Due to nature of the project there were no other avai labl e alternatives which were deem ed reasonab le. 
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Stillus: 

ARCRAFT OPERATlONS: 
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Note: * Does not include current project 

Quantitative Impacts Associated with the 
Construction of Shoppette/Gas Station 

Tyndall Air Force Base. Florida 
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Tyndall Air Force Base. Florida 

mpetYiaus ec-r Ac:t1!5 ooa l ooa ll 1168 11 oosll geg I 1.81lq 

INFRASTRUCT\RE MD Ulll..IT1ES CONSUIFTlOft: 

Waer MGY 3..'>41 !.~I mn ~':!II mn "'I 
w~ gpd 583.562 1 583.562 1 614 .26(1 11 614.200 11 6 14 ..200 11 1.230.ooo 1 

Elec:lric;ll MWIVd 3461 346 1 366 11 366 11 366 11 100 1 

Nan~~ kcfTd 267 1 267 1 283 11 mil 283 11 608 1 

~SclidW<~SR lpy 1.911l I 1.919 1 2 .028 11 2.02s II 2.02s II 4.209 I 

SOCIOECOIIIOIIIIC RESOURCES: 

Mltary R CM~ Populalion 5.342 11 5.342 11 5.842 1 5.842 11 5.842 11 10.526 1 

Dependent Populaan 5.283 11 528311 5.825 1 5 ,825 11 5,825 11 11.416 1 

FACU1Y PROJECT ~ATION: 

Coost!vctlon SF J an on 1.245.62411 1.245 .6241 1.252.Q4411 2..286. 17111 

Oemohtlon sr= l oil oil 770.74411 770.7441 770.74411 770.7441 

PROJECT SOLI> WASTE GENERATlON: 

Canslluclion R Demolition Wases Tons I ol ol 42.526 1 42.526 1 42.681 1 64.472 1 
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Tyndall Air Force Base. Florida 
-------- -------------------------------------------------------

Project Number: 

Proj ect Name Army anc AI' Fon: ~ E( cr; arQe Serv;ce -
SeMce Stat,;n 

Status ~PEND I NG 

AIRCRAFT OPERATIONS: 

Annual Airt raft Sorties C-1 72 
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AIR QUALITY: Carbon Monoxide (CO) 
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Frnis sions 

Nitrogen Ox1de (NOx) 

Sulfur Oxide (SOx) 

Part1 cul ate Matter (PM) 

WATER RESOURCES: 

Quantitative Impacts Associated with the 
Demolition of Existing Gas Station 
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' Actions b Pro · t 
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Tyndall Air Force Base. Florida 

Impervious Cover Acres soc II 908 11 96c ll 969 11 959 1\ 1 . 39~ 1 

INFRASTRUCTURE AND UTILITIES CONSUMPTION: 

Water MGY 354 354 11 37t. JI 37t. 374 11 777 

Wastewater gpd 583,562 583 562 11 614 26911 614,269 61t. .269 11 1.230.000 

ElectriCal MNh/c 346 346 1J 366 11 366 366 11 760 

Natural Gas kcf/d 267 267 11 28311 283 283 11 608 

Munic:pal Solid Wa'Erte tpy 1 91 9 1 919 11 2 028 !1 2.028 2.028 11 4.209 

SOCIOECONOMIC RESOURCES: 

Military and Civilian Populat:on 5 342 11 5 342 11 5,842 JI 5 84/ 11 \ct.2JJ 10 5~6 1 
Dependent Populat1on 5 283 11 5 282 IJ 5.825 !1 5 825 11 5 875 IJ 1, !. ' 6 1 

FACILITY PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION: 

Const:~c:· c n SF oiJ oiJ 1 245,624 11 1 2t: 2.84 4IJ , 252.944 11 2 286.179 1 

Demo! :t1on SF on on 768.s3o II 768,53Ct ll 77':; .744 11 770,744 1 

PROJECT SOLID WASTE GENERATION: 

Construction and Demolition Wastes Tons J o I o I 42. L79 1 L2.624 1 42.681 1 64.472 1 
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Tyndall Air Force Base. Florida 

Aircraft Sorties: 

Aircraft Sorties identifies the number of takeofTs and landings per year associated with each 
type of aircraH. /\II o f these are a direct result of project input and no calculations arc required. 

Air Quality: 

The air qual ity set of equations takes the amount of facil ity operations assoc iated with a 
project and divides it by the sum of the construct ion and demolit ion square footages of all 
potential development a lternative (PD/\) proj ects, multipl ied by the headspace between the 
baseline and maxi mum amount of emissions. This num ber is then added to the basel ine 
emissions. i\n example equation is provided for CO. 

CO (tpy) ~ Basel ine CO emissions + (lTotal Facili ty O perations in Project/Max im um Faci lity 
Operat ions] X CO headspacc) 

lmpcn'ious Cover: 

The impervious cover calculations are a d irect resul t o f project input. ;\ sample equation is 
provided below. 

Impervious Cover = Baseline Impervious Cover + Acres of Impervious Cover resultant from 
project 

Infrastructure and Utilities Consumption: 

The set of equati ons used for infrastructure and utilities estimates water, electricaL and 
natural gas consumption, as well as \Vastcwater and municipal solid v.·aste generation. based 
upon the number of m il itary and civil ian populat ion associated with a project. div ided by the 
maxi mum mil itary and ci vi lian population. multiplied by the available headspacc between 
base line and maxi mum fix that utility . Examples of each arc provided below. 

Water Consumption (million gallons per year) = Baseli ne Water Consumption + (Mil itary and 
C ivi lian Population In Projec t/Mil itary and Civi lian Maximum ) X Water Headspace 

Wastewater generation (gallons per day ) = Baseline Wastewater Consumption + (Mi li tary and 
C ivilian Population In Project/Military and Civil ian Maximum) X Wastewater Hcadspace 

Electrica l Consumption (megawatt-hours per day) = Baseline Electrical Consumption + (Mi litary 
and C ivilian Population In Projec t/M ilitary and Civil ian Maximum) X Elect rica l ll eadspacc 

Natural Gas Consumption (thousand cubic feet per day) = Baseline Natural Gas Consumpt ion+ 
(Mi litary and Civilian Popu lation In Project/Mi lita ry and Civ il ian Maximum) X atural Gas 
Hcadspace 

Municipal So lid Waste Generation (tons per year) =-- Baseline Municipal Sol id Waste Generation 
+ (Mi li tary and Civil ian Popu lat ion In Project/Mi litary and Civ il ian Maximum) X Municipal 
Solid Waste Hcadspace 
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Tyndall Air Force Rase. Florida 

Socioeconomic Resources: 

Socioeconomic Resources calculat ions incl ude mi litary and civilian populations, as well as 
dependent populations. Both calculations are a direct result of project input. Sample 
calculat ions arc shown below. 

Mil itary and Civilian Population (persons) = Basel ine Military and Civil ian Population + 
Number o f Mil itary and Civil ian Populat ion Associated with Project 

Dependent Population (persons) = Baseline Mi litary and Civilian Population I Number of 
Dependents Associated \\·ith Project 

Facility Project Implementation: 

Facility Project Implementation identifies the amount of construction and demolition 
associated with a project. All of these arc a direct result o f project input and no calculat ions arc 
required. Basel ine val ues for this section arc all set at zero. 

Project Solid Waste Generation: 

Projec t Solid Waste Generation ca lculated the amount of Construction and Demo li tion 
(C&D) Waste in tons that arc generated as a result of a project. Baseline val ues for thi s section 
are set at zero . C& D Waste is ca lcu lated by tak ing faci lity operations assoc iated vvi th a project 
and divid ing it by the sum of the construct ion and demol iti on square footages of all potenti a l 
development alternative (PDA) projects, multiplied by the headspace between the baseline and 
maximum amount of C&D Waste. A sample calculation is shown below. 

Project Solid Waste Generation (tons) = Baseline Project Solid Waste Generation + ((Total 
Facil ity Operations in Project/Maximum Facility Operations) X Project Sol id Waste Generation 
headspace) 
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PUBUC NOTICE 

REVIEW OF TIERED 
ENVIRONMENTAL 
ASSESSMENT 

For 
ARMY AIR FORCE 
EXCHANGE SERVICE 
SERVICE STATION 

The 325th Fighter Wing, 
Tyndall Air Force Base 
(AFB), has prepared a 
draft Finding of No Signifi­
cant Impact (FONSI) and 
supporting draft liered En­
vironmental Assessment 
(EA) for the replacement of 
two aged and obsolete fa­
cilities (current service sta­
tion and existing shop­
pette/class six) w~h a 
modem exchange facility 
that would include a retail 
store, class six, six multi 
product dispenser, and a I 
Blimpies. The draft FONSI 
and Tiered EA have been 
prepared in accordance 
wrth the National Environ- , 
mental Policy Act of 1968. ' 
Copies of the draft FONSI 
and Tiered EA are availa­
ble lor review beginning 
December 21, 2009 at the 
Bay County Puolic Ubrary, 
898 West 11th Street, Pan­
ama City, Florida 32401, 
and at the Tyndall AFB U­
orary, Buildmg .91 6. 640 ' 
Suwannee Road, Tyndall 
AFB, FL. 32403, (850) 
283-4287. The comment 
period will be 30 days and 
will end on January 19. 
2010. Comments should 
be provided in writing to 
Mr. Jose Cintron, 325 . 
CES/CEANC, 11 9 Ala- i 
oama Avenue, Tyndall 
AFB, FL, 32403, (850) 
283-4341. 

PRIVACY 
ADVISORY NOTICE 
Public comments on this 
draft final EA are re­
quested pursuant to 
NEPA. 42 United States 
Code 4321, et seq.. and 
Presidential Executive 
Orders 11988 and 11990. 
All written comments re­
ceived during .the com­
ment period will be made 

I 
availaole to the puolic and 
considered during the final 

· EA preparation. Providing 

I privata address informa­
~ion wrth your comment is 
voluntary and such per-
sonal information will be 
kept confidential unless re­
lease is required by law. 
However, address informa­
tion will be used to com­
pile the project mailing list 
and failure to provide rt will 
resu~ in your name not ber 
ing included on the mail­
ing list. 
December 20, 2009 



Mr. Joseph V. Mclernan 
325 th Civil Engi neer Squadron 
I 19 Alabama Ave 
Tyndall AFI3, FL 32403-5014 

Lauren Mi lligan 
Florida State C learinghouse 

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
AIR EDUCATION AND TRAINING COMMAND 

Florida Department of Environmental Protect ion 
3900 Commonwealth Boulevard 
Mail Stat ion 47 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-3000 

Dear Ms. M il ligan, 

T he draft T iered Environmenta l Assessment (EA) and draft Finding of No Significant Impact 
(FO Sl) for the proposed repl acement of two aged and obsolete fac il ities (current service station and 
ex isti ng shoppette/class six) with a modem exchange faci lity at Tyndall Air Force Base, Florida are 
attached fo r your review and comment. The draft T iered EA was prepared in accordance with the 
National Env ironmental Pol icy Act of 1969, as amended. Your comments are requested in 
accordan ce with Execu ti ve Order 123 72 , Intergovernmental Rev iew of Federal Programs. 

Comments shoul d be submitted to Mr. Jose J . C intron, 325 CES/CEANC, 119 Alabama Ave., 
Tyndal l AFB, FL, 32403 ; emai l: jose.cintron({ytyndall.af.mil.; te lephone: (X50) 283 -4341 . 

Sincerely, 

Joseph V . Mcternan 
Ch ief~ Asset Management Flight 

Attachments : 
1. Draft Tiered LA and FONSI 



Mr. Joseph V. Mclernan 
325th C ivil Engi neer Squadron 
I 19 Alabama Ave 
Tyndall AFB, FL 32403-501 4 

Mr. Ted Martin 
US Fish and Wild life Service 
160 I Balboa A venue 
Panama City, FL 32405 

Dear Mr. Mart in, 

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
AIR EDUCATION AND TRAINING COMMAND 

The draft T iered Envi ronmenta l Assessment (EA) and draft Findi ng of No Sig nif icant Impact 
(FONS I) for the proposed replacement of two aged and obsolete faci li ties (current service stat ion and 
existing shoppcttc/c lass six) with a modem exchange facility at Tyndall Ai r Force Base, Florida are 
attached fo r you r review and comment. The draft Tiered EA was prepared in accordan ce w ith the 
Nati ona l Env ironmental Pol icy Act o f 1969, as amended. Your comments are requested in 
accordance w ith Execu tive O rder 123 72, Intergovernmental Rev iew of Federa l Programs. 

Comments should be subm itted w ithin JO days after receipt of this letter to Mr. Jose J. Cintron, 
325 CES/CE/\ NC, 119 A labama 1\ve., Tyndall AFB, FL, 32403; ema il: 
jose.c int ron(a]tynda ll .af.m il. : telephone: (850) 283-4341. 

S incerely, 

Joseph V . Mclernan 
Chid~ Asset Management Pli ght 

Attachments: 
I . Draft E/\ and FONS l 



Mr. Joseph V. Mclcrnan 
325th Civil Engineer Squadron 
I 19 i\ Ia bam a i\ vc 
Tyndall i\FI3, FL 32403-50 14 

Adele Head 
Bay County Publ ic L ibrary 
25 West Go vernment Street 
Panama City. Florida 3240 I 

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
AIR EDUCATION AND TRAINING COMMAND 

SUBJECT: Public Review of 325th Fighter Wing Draft Tiered Environmental Assessment and Find ing 
ofN o Significant Impact 

Please fi nd enclosed the Draft Tiered Environmental Assessment (EA) and Finding of No Sign ificant 
Impact (FONSI) for the replacement of two aged and obsolete fac ilities (current service station and ex isting 
shoppette/c lass six) with a modem exchange faci lity. The 325th Fighter Wing, Tyndall AFB requests that 
the Draft Ei\ and FO Sl be kept in your library and made available for rev iew to any intcrt:stcd party 
upon request during its 30-day publ ic review period from Decem ber 21, 2009 - January 19, 20 I 0. i\t the 
end of the review per iod, we will pick up the documents. 

Please direct any questions regarding this req uest to Mr. Jose J . Cintron at (850) 283-43 41 . 
T hank you very much for your ass istance. 

H:11 ~A-~ 
Joseph V. Mel ern an 
Chief, Asset Management fl ight 

Attnch rncnt: 
325th Fight er Wing Draft Tiered EA and FONSI 



Florida Department of 
Environ mental Protection 

February 9, 2010 

Mr. Jose]. Cintron 
Department of the Air Force 
325 CES/ CEANC 
119 Alabama Avenue 
Tyndall AFB, FL 32403-5014 

Marjory Stoneman Douglas Building 
3900 Commonwealth Boulevard 

Tallahassee. Florida 32399-3000 

RE: Departmen t of the Air Force - Draft Tiered Environmental Assessment 
for Army/ Air Force Exchange Service Station at Tyndall Air Force Base­
Bay County, Florida. 
SAI # FL2009122:15071C 

Dear Mr. Cintron: 

The Florida Sta te Clearinghouse has coordinated a review of the Draft Tiered Environ­
menta l Assessment (EA) under the following authorities: Presidential Exec utive Order 
12372; Section 403.061(40), Florida Statutes; the Coastal Zone Management Act, 16 U.S.C. 
§§ 1451-1464, as amended; and the :'\Jational Environmental Policy /\ct, 42 C.S.C. §§ 4321-
4347, as amended. 

The Florida Department of Environmen tal Protection's (DEP) Division of Waste 
Management requests tha t project managers ensure activities planned during the projf>ct 
construction or demolition phases not interfere wi th the investigative or cleanup activi ties 
a t this si te. Exis ting groundwater monitoring wells should be protected, contaminated 
soil and groundwater must be handled appropriately, and further containment of 
contaminated media may be required. The DEP's Air Resource Management Program 
advises tha t a thorough asbestos inspection should be performed to determine the 
presence of asbestos in buildings scheduled to be demolished. If asbestos is present, it 
may or may not need to be removed p rior to demolition. Certa in notification, emission 
control, handling and disposal requirements may also apply. In addition, the DEP 
Northwest District Branch Office in Panama City confirms that a storm water managemen t 
system and storm water environmental resource permit will be required for the proposed 
construction activities under Chapter 62-346, Florida Administrative Code. Please refer to 
the enclosed DEP memorandum for further details and staff contact information. 

Based on the information contained in the Draft Tiered EA and com mente; provided by 
our reviewing agencies, the state has determined that, at this stage, the proposed federal 

'"More Proicctior:. Less l'roccll ·· 

:11 t.1.dcr .\!ate fl.w. 
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Mr. Jose J. Cintron 
February 9, 2010 
Page 2 of 2 

activities arc consistent with the Florida Coastal Management Program (FCMP). To 
ensure the project's continued consistency with the FCMP, the concerns identified by DEP 
staff must be addressed prior to project implementation. The state's continued concur­
rence will be based on the activity's compliance with FCMP authorities, including federal 
and state monitoring of the activity to ensure its continued conformance, and the adequate 
resolution of issues identified during this and subsequent reviews. The state's final 
concurrence of the project' s consistency with the FCMP will be determined during the 
environmental permitting process. 

Thank you for the opportunity to review the proposed project. Should you have any 
questions regarding this letter, please contact Ms. Lauren P. Milligan at (850) 245-2170. 

Yours sincerely, 

Sally B. Mann, Director 
Office of Intergovernmental Programs 

SBM/lm 
Enclosures 

cc: Linda Frohock, DEP, Division of Waste Management 
Darryl Boudreau, DEP, Northwest District Office 
Sally Cooey, DEP, Panama City Branch Office 



~" " Florida 
Department of Environmental Protection 

'More Protection Less Process · 

02/21 /2010 

;~=~s.;:~ ~DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE- DRAFT TI ERED ENVIRONMENTAL 
ASSESSMENT FOR ARMY/AIR FORCE EXCHANGE SERVICE STATION AT 
TYNDALL AIR FORCE BASE- BAY COUNTY, FLORIDA. 

;ii~ii~ USAF - ARMY/AIR FORCE EXCHANGE SERVICE STATION AT TYNDALL 

===~~~ AFB - BAY CO 

WEST FLORIDA RPC · WEST FLORIDA REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL 

No Comments · Generally consistent with the West Florida Strateg ic Regional Pol icy Plan . 

COMMUNITY AFFAIRS· FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS 

DCA has reviewed this applicat ion and found the project consistent w1th the Bay County Comprehensive Plan and has no 
concerns or comments. 

STATE - FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

No Comment/Consistent 
-- -----

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION · FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 

The DEP Division of Waste Management requests that project managers ensure activities planned during the project 
construction or demolition phases not interfere with the investigative or cleanup activities at this site. Existing groundwater 
mon1tonng wel ls shou ld be protected, contaminated soil and groundwater must be handled appropnately, and further 
containment of contaminated media may be requ ired. Tile DEP's Air Resource Management Program adv1ses that a thorough 
asbestos inspection should be performed to determine the presence of asbestos in bui ldings scheduled to be demolished. If 
asbestos 1s present, 1t may or may not need to be removed prior to demolition. Certain notification, emission control, 
handling and disposal requirements may also apply. I n add1tion, the DEP Northwest Distri ct Branch Office 1n Panama City 
confirms that a stormwater management system and stormwater environmental resource permit will be required for the 
proposed constructiOn ilCtiVItles under Chapter 62-346, Florida Administrative Code. 

- --- -
NORTHWEST FLORIDA WMD - NORTHWEST FLORIDA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT 

No Comment/Consistent 

For more information or to submit comments, please contact the Clearinghouse Office at: 

3900 COMMONWEALTH BOULEVARD, M.S. 47 
TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32399-3000 
TELEPHONE (850) 245-2161 
FAX: (850) 245-2190 

Visit the Clearinghouse Home Pa e to query other projects. 

Copyright 
Dls_cla imer 
PrivacyJ?tc;!te_ment 



COUNTY: BAY DATE: 

~ COMMENTS DUE DATE: 
12/23/2009 

2/1 /2010 
I CAP- -scJ-\ -\Y~ CLEARANCE DUE DATE: 2/21 /20 10 

SAl#: FL200912235073C 

MEssAGE: 2wt4 - L> I ' &4 -? 
• sTATE 

1
[
1 wATERMNGMNT. - l or8 roLicv ~ - ru>cs & J,oc 

AGENCIES : DISTRICTS I UNIT GOVS 

PRO"I ECTION 

lx STATE 
----- -- -----------

The attached document requi res a Coastal Zone Management Act/Florida 
Coastal Management Program consistency evaluation and is categorized as one 
of the following: 

_ Federal Assistance to State or Local Government (IS CFR 930, Subpart F). 
Agencies are requi red to e,·aJuate the consistency of the act ivity. 

X Direct Federal Acti,·ity ( 15 CFR 930, Subpart C). Federal Agencies a re 
required to furni sh a consistency determination fo r the State's concurrence or 
objection. 

__ Outer Continen tal Sbclf F:xpklra tioo, Development or Production Activities 
(IS CFR 930, Subpart E). Operators are required to prov ide a consistency 
certifi ca tion for state concurrence/objection. 

Fedcrall.icensing o r Permitting Activity (IS CFR 930, Subpart D). Such 
projects will onl y be evaluated fo r consistency when there is not an analogous 
state license or permit. 

Project Description: 
------·----·---·--· 

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE - DRAFT 
TIERED ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSM ENT FOR 
ARMY/AIR FORCE EXCHANGE SERVICE 
1ST A TION AT TYNDALL AIR FORCE BASE -
jBAY COUNTY, FLORIDA . 

------------- ·- -- ----------------------------
To: Florida State Clearinghouse 

AGENCY CONTACT AND COORD INA TOR (SCH) 
3900 COMMONWEALTH BOULEY ARD MS-47 
TALLAHASS EE, FLORlDA 32399-3000 
TELEPHONE: (850) 245-2161 
FAX: (850) 2-15-2 190 

EO. 12372/NEP A Federal Consistency 

~No Comment 

~Comment Attached 

C] Not Applicable 

~No Comment/Consistent 

:~ Consistent/Comments Attached 

; J Inconsistent/Comments Attached 

~ Not Applicable 

RECEIVED~ 
FEB 0 3 2010 



MEMORANDlJYI 

Cindy Frakes, Chair 
J.D. Smith, Vice-Chair 

Terry A. Joseph, Executive Director 

To: STATE CLEARINGHOUSE· FAX : (850) 245-2190/(850) 245-2189 
Phone: 850-245-2 16 1 

From: 

Date: 

John Gallagher, Director, Comprehensive Planning 
John. Gallagher'a:lwfrpc.org 

February 2, 2010 

Subject: State Clearinghouse Review 

SAl # Project Description 

FL2009 12235073C USAF - EA AAFES at Tyndall 

X o Comments- Generally consistent with the WFSRPP 

Comments Attached 

! RPC # 

/B -593-01-14-10 i 

! 

i 

P.O. Box 11399 • Pensacola, FL 32524-1399 • P: 850.332.7976 • 1.800.226.8914 • F: 850.637.1923 
651 West 141

h Street, Suite E • Panama City, FL 32401 • P: 850.769.4854 • F: 850.784.0456 
www.wfrpc.dst.fl. us 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
AIR EDUCATION AND TRAINING COMMAND 

MLMORANDUM fOR 325 CES/C EANC 

FROM: _,25 FW/JA 

APR 1 3 2010 

SUBJECT: Legal Revic\v-Tiered Environmental Assessment and finding ofNo Significant 
Impact fo r the Construction of the Army and Air Force Exchange Service (AFfES) 
Service Gas Station and Shopette/Ciass VI Store. and other projects on Tyndall Air 
Force Base. rlorida 

1. I have reviewed the proposed action fo r legal sufficiency presented to us by Mr. Jose J. 
Cintron. 325 CES/CEANC, dated 24 March 20 10, with the additional comments provided by Mr. 
Steve McLellan in his letter to us dated 13 April 20 I 0. With the explanation provided in su~ject 
letter in reply to our earl ier noted comments, l am no\v satisfied with how the aforesaid 
Environmental Assessment has been accomplished and conducted. In particul ar. as stated in 
subject letter that .. an asbestos survey \Vi ii be accomplished on each facili ty before they are 
demolished . . . " (See 40 CfR Part 61 , Subpart M). These surveys once accomplished will then be 
submitted to the fDEP along with any requ ired notification forms prior to commencement of any 
demolition work. 

2. With these add itional comments and plans I agree in the determination that the proposed 
action quali fies for a FONSI as is being mai nta ined . Therefore, I find this Assessment to be 
legal ly sufficient for the purpose intended and may 110\V proceed on. (Sec EA/FONS I: And See 
32 CFR 989 and AFI 32-7061 .) (Sec Para. 5.9 and Para. 5.4 of subject EA) 

3. The proposed projects are be ing considered under the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA), 42 U.S.C. Sec. 43 2 1, ct. seq .. and arc for. in general. demolition of certain facili t ies on 
base and the construct ion of new replacement facilities as stated and described (AFfES Service 
Station: Shopette/Class VI). The purpose is as stated in the environmental assessment and with 
related attachments. (Please see description ofproject(s). at DISCUSSION. Pnra . 2 of the Staff 
Summary Sheet) (See Paragraphs 3.0 (Desc ri ption, of the Affected Environment. et. al. & 4.0 
Environmental Consequences) 

4 . The environmental assessment \Vith a findin g of no significant impact of subject area vvas 
submitted for review along wi th the accompanying fi le and attachments (See AF 81 3). In 
general. the materials submitted fo r review by CEV. noted no significant adverse environmental 
effects and impacts on the environmental as a result of above named projects, etc. They 
recommend that the proposed action qualifies for an FONSI as a result of the performed 
Environmental Assessment. For the reasons stated above. I concur wi th these assessments and 
actions at this time. (See Para. 3.0, of subjec t EA at Page-6. Descriptions of the Affected 
Environmental) 

5. The purpose of the proposed action is, as stated, to demo bui ldings and structures that have 
themselves been termed, .. aged and obsolete" being decades old. Shopette (constructed in 1944) 



and the Gas Station (constructed in 1948). To support this action CEV is using the USAF 
prepared Tiered EA and FONSJ to evaluate the potential environmental impacts of the proposed 
action; demotion and construction to replace the two named buildings/structures. A full 
description of the proposed actions and alternatives along with anticipated environmental issues 
is inc luded in subject fi le. (And See attachment '·Request for Environmental Impact Analysis''. 
1\F Fonn IMT 813, dated 11 November 2009. signed by Mr. Steve McLellan) 

The environmental impacts that were considered at that time are as noted therein. The subject 
EA document forms the basis for using subject FONSI. The proposed action is in the same area 
of the Federal projects evaluated in this EA . Affec ts on wi ldlife, game and fi sh, and vegetation 
have been addressed in subject assessment. However, we would still recommend further 
consultation \vith the natural and cultural resources office, even if too say there are "none'', that 
is no issues to be addressed in this area. (See SIIPO. at Para. 5.7, Para. 5.7). (See Table 2- 1, 
entitled, ·'Summary of Environmental Impacts' ', at Page 2 of the EA) 

6. Therefore, based upon the information submitted for review, we do coordinate on this 
action(s) at this ti me. as we find the proposed action to be legally sufficient for the purpose 
intended due to the Environmental Assessment being complete to support a FONSI at this time. 
Since the above is being addressed in subject EA, we have reassessed our position on thi s matter 
and concur with the EA/FONSI at this time. If you should need anything further on this. or if 
you have any questions at all, please feel free to contact Mr. Kopacz at 283-468 1. 

§TANLEY W. KOPACZ. DAFC 
Attorney at Law/ Advisor 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
AIR EDUCATION AND TRAI NING COMMAND 

MEMORANDUM FOR 325 FW/.I A 

fROM : 325 CES/CEAN 
I I 9 A labama A venue 
Tyndal l AFI3, FL 32403 

SUBJECT: Legal Review-Tiered Environmental Assessment and f inding o f No Significant 
Impact for the Construction of the AAFES Service Gas Station at Tyndall AFB 

I . The demolition of these faci lit ies was evaluated in the base General Environmental Impact 
Analysis Process Envi ronmental Assessment (GEJAP EA). The intent of the GEIA P is to 
streamline compl iance with the Nationaflj·nvironmental Policy Act (NEPA) using the concept o f 
tiered environmental analyses as promul gated by the Counci l on Envi ronmental Qual ity (CEQ). 
The GEIAP is an extension of the Environmental Impact Analysis Process (EIAP) used by the 
United States Air Force (USAF) to implement NEPA. 

2. As part of the GEIAP program, the assessment of future proj ects will be ti ered from the 
GEIA P EA using the info rmation contained and generated in the NEPA Management System 
( EPAMS) database app li cation to support the analysis (see attached GEIAP EA). 

3. Addi tionally, an Asbestos survey wi ll be accompli shed on each facil ity before they arc 

demolished as required by 40 CfR Part 61 . Subpart M. The surveys will be submitted to Florida 
Department of Env ironmental Protection along with the required not ificat ion f'lmns prior to any 
demo liti on. 

STEYL Mc LELLA 
Chief: Natu ra l Resources Management 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
AIR EDUCATION AND TRAIN ING COMMAND 

MEMORANDUM FOR 325 CES/CEANC 

FROM: 325 FW/JA 

MAR 3 1 t.u lu 

SUBJECT: Legal Review·-Tiered Environmental Assessment and Finding ofNo Significant 
Impact for the Construction of the Army and Air Force Exchange Service (A FFES) 
Service Gas Station and Shopctte/Class VI Store, and other projects on Tyndall Air 
Force Base, Florida 

1. I have reviewed the proposed action fo r legal sufficiency presented to us by Mr. Jose J. 
Cintron. 325 CES/CEANC. dated 24 March 20 I 0. However, I do not agree in the determination 
that the proposed action qualifies for a FONSI at this time as is being maintained. Therefore. I 
cannot fi nd this Assessment to be legally sufficient at this time due to what appear to be various 
omissions. inconsistencies and oversights in and with the proposed EA/FONSI. (Please Sec 32 
CFR 989 and AFI 32-7061.) 

2. In my opinion. since the assessment ofthc environmental impacts that these 
demol ition/construction projects could potenti ally encounter have not all been addressed. I 
cannot agree and state that there arc no signi fi cant eiTects associated with these projects at this 
time unti l the assessments are completed. specially addressing the two major issues o f lead paint 
(lead) and asbestos issues (Air issues) for their potential presence, treatment and removal. if 
required under the assessment. (Sec Para. 5.9 and Para. 5.4 of subject EA) 

3. Once the assessment is re-opened to address, consider, study and evaluate and analysis these 
media concerns. I will be in a better position to concur or not concur as the case maybe, on these 
projects/actions, as at this time, as not all the potential environment aiTectslimpacts appear to 
have been addressed therein and are therefore, not noted for the potential effect on the 
environment that potentially these media could have and present because of the nature of these 
proposed projects . I do note that 325 CFS/CEV (M r. Joseph V. Mclernan) has concurred in this 
EA determination but would like them first. to consider our review comments before proceeding 
any further on these projects/actions. so that we may be in a better posi tion to avoid any potential 
future lawsuits and injunctions against the Air Force and any possible EPA and State adverse 
regulatory enforcement type actions against us in the future down the road. 

4. The proposed projects arc being considered under the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA). 42 U.S.C. Sec. 4321, et. seq .. and are for. in generaL demolit ion of certain fac ilities on 
base and the construc tion of new replacement facil it ies as stated and described (AFFES Service 
Station; Shopette/Class VI). The purpose is as stated in the envi ronmental assessment and \Vith 
rel ated attachments. (Please see description ofproject(s), at DISCUSSION , Para. 2 of the Staff 
Summary Sheet) (Sec Paragraphs 3.0 (Description, of the Affected Environment, ct. al. ) & 4.0 
(Environmental Consequences) 



5. The environmental assessment wi th a finding of no signi ficant impact of subject area was 
submitted fo r review along wi th the accompanying fil e and attachments (See AF 813). In 
general, the materials submitted for revie\.v by CEV. note no sign ificant adverse envi ronmental 
effects and impacts on the environmental as a result of above named projects. etc. They 
recommend that the proposed action qual ifies for an FONSI as a result of the performed 
Environmental Assessment; however for the reasons stated above, I cannot concur with these 
assessments and actions at this time. (Sec Para. 3.0. of subject EA at Page-6. Descri ptions o f the 
Affected Environmental) 

6 . The purpose of the proposed action is. as stated, to demo bui ldings and structures that have 
themselves been termed, "aged and obsolete" being decades old, Shopette (constructed in 1944) 
and the Gas Station (constructed in 1948). To support thi s action CEV is using the USAF 
prepared Tiered EA and fONSI to evaluate the potential environmental impacts of the proposed 
action; demotion and construction to replace the two named buildings/structures. A full 
descripti on of the proposed ac tions and alternat ives along with anticipated environmenta l issues 
is included in subject file . (And Sec attachment. .. Request for Env ironmental Impact Analysis"'. 
AF Fom1 IMT 81 3, dated II November 2009, signed by Mr. Steve McLellan) The 
environmental impacts that were considered at that time arc as noted therein . The su~j ect EA 
document forms the basis for using subject FONSI. The proposed ac tion is in the same area o f 
the Federal projects evaluated in this EA. Affe<.: ts on wildlife. game and fis h. and vegetation 
have been addressed in subject assessment. However, we would still re<.:ommend further 
consultation with the natural and cul tural resources office, even if too say there are ""none ... that 
is no issues to be addressed in thi s area. (See SHPO. at Para. 5.7. Para. 5.7). (Sec Table 2- 1. 
entitled. ··summary of Environmental Impacts"". at Page 2 of the EA) 

7. Therefore. based upon the information submitted fo r review. we cannot coordinate on this 
action(s) at this time. as we fi nd the proposed action to be legally insu ilicient for the purpose 
intended due to the Environmental Assessment being incomplete to support a FONSI at this 
time. Subject to the above. thi s action is returned to you tor further action at your sound 
discretion. We await your further comments on this EA/FONS I. For instance and example: 
have any studies. surveys, analysis, evaluation, discussions, been accomplished fo r lead paint 
and/or any lead presence and/or asbestos at these two cites (Shopctte and Gas Station). as often 
times asbestos from insulation is found in older types of insulation. and around various types of 
pipe. etc. , at these project sites/actions. especially we should be looking for the presence of 
asbestos prior to full demoli tion using adequate safety/breathing equipment and protective suits 
for asbestos, as the presence could present a serious health hazard to those present working at the 
subject project si tes (OS HA, health and safety laws and regulations wou ld apply). Plus. noting 
the age and time periods that these build ings/struc tures were built/constructed these issues need 
to be fu rther addressed. for as you know asbestos, lead, etc., require special handling. treatment 
and disposal (double bagging. watering done at the si te to keep the friab le asbestos from floating 
away into the surrounding environment/atmosphere. speciall y approved landfi ll and landfi ll 
disposal requirements and so forth. protective equipment as stated and so on). Subject to the 
above being addressed in subject EA, \:ve will be ready to reassess our posi tion on this matter 
w·hen the time comes. If you should need anything furthe r on this. or if you have any questions 

at all. please feel free to contact Mr. Kopacz at :~-3.-4681. ) · . < .. ~ 

~~~~/' A~tM~~~ ~ 
·sTAN?EY w. KOPACZ. oXrc 
Attorney at La\v/ Advisor 


